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In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and Libraries
Division's "Administrator's Decision on Appeal- Funding Year 2001-2002" decision dated February 8,
2002 of denial.

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number:

471 Application Number:

Funding Request Numbers:

220639

255830

ALL,637720,637775,637835,

637963,638172,638225,638340,

638403,638469,638542,638606,

638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLD's review of the Colorado City Public Libraries
471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should have been 70%, instead of
the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by
the library and signed on May 1, 2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to
the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how
they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied
wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which requires
them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility percentages for the
Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School District, and the Colorado City
Public Library's district boundaries are co-terminus. Please study Attachment 1, "LEA Data Collection
report", the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.

References to "currenf' count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the "current" year.



Nearly all of the students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000-2001)
represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District's enrollment, and should never be
used to calculate'a percentage for determining the proportion of currently enrolled students who come
from economically disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the actual survey
sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d. SLD totally
ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or reduced lunch
eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation's funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and libraries, with
an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied on the patrons of the
Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied.
There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.

I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment 3 from
the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado City Unified District qualified. You
can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http://www.census.gov/housing/saipe/sd97/sd97j''Z.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDSG Application Special
Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and
Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal will be a
great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as pertains to
e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in this appeal, please
contact me. I am very anxious to resolve this issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues
at the public library.

Best Regards,

....• ---_ .. -----_ .._._~----------------------
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To Whom It May Concern:

LETTER OF APPEAL to the FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision
CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

220639
255830
ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,
637963,638172,638225,638340,
638403,638469,638542,638606,
638665

Billed Entity Number:
471 Application Number:
Funding Request Numbers:

Please Reference:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools
and Libraries Division's "Administrator's Decision on Appeal- Funding Year 2001
2002" decision dated February 8, 2002 ofdenial.

Contact Information:
Dennis Darger
P. O. Box 28
Colorado City, AZ 86021
Home Phone: (928) 875-2242
Work Phone: (928) 875-9021
Fax: (928) 875-9099
E-mail Address:ddarger@ccusd.net

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
445 - 12'" Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Colorado City Public Library
120 South Pioneer Street
P. O. Box 17090
Colorado City, AZ 86021

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLD's review of the Colorado
City Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount
eligibility should have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their
decision was made because the LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed
on May 1,2001 by Oliver Barlow indicates that the discount should be corrected to the
70%. They do not indicate in detail the numbers they used to come up with the 70%
eligibility, or how they derived that number. The issue is that the LEA data collection
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report that was filed is being applied wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program,
which requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch
eligibility percentages for the Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City
Unified School District, and the Colorado City Public Library's district boundaries are
co-terminus. Please study Attachment I, "LEA Data Collection report", the report at
issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30,
2000.

References to "current" count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the "current" year.

Nearly all ofthe students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000)
year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year
(2000-2001) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School District's
enrollment, and should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the
proportion of currently enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged
households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of the
actual survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b,
2c, and 2d. SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were
indicated either free, or reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislation's funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools
and libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice
will be levied on the patrons of the Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the
Colorado City area if this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is
economically disadvantaged.

I know that SLD cannot use other types of data for eligibility, but please take note of
Attachment 3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997. 100% of the Colorado
City Unified District qualified. You can verify these numbers by going to the following
web address: http://www.census.govlhousing/saipelsd97/sd97 AZ.dat

Also take note of Attachment 4. It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG
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Application Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City. Again, this survey
indicates a 99.33% HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this
appeal will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation.

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is
erroneous as pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone
versus my explanation in this appeal, please contact me. I am very anxious to resolve this
issue that we might go forward with our connectivity issues at the public library.

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger
E-rate Coordinator
(928) 875-9021
ddarger@ccusd.net

-----, ---------
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COLORADO CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 14

so NOR11I (X)LVIN STREET' P.O. IlOX 309
COLORADO CITY, ARIZONA 86021

PHONE: (520) 875-228l1 FAX: (520) 875--8094

P.L-........-.
blpbM._......-

Wm. Howard Meldrum--Fred H. Jeuop-Soolt V. leAop
80cd MQnbcl:

March 20, 2001

Colorado Cily, AZ 86021-0827

Dear CberyIYJll1,

The Colorado City Unified School District provides educaliUlllll
servI.es to residents ofColomdo City and Hildalo, and the
.'llllTO\ll1din area. MlIl:h ofour Dlstrictlimding i. tied 10 Federal
formula guidelines. We do nol mainlain a ""hooIluncll program and
lbereforc it is our rcspoDSiblJity to S\lI"WY Ihe looaI population 10
determine our stalIIo in applying for slale and federal funding.

Programs thlltlllC in1luenccd by the Federlll ''Free and RecIuc:ed
Lunch Fonnulo" <emma include Pre-school special needs, Title l,
Spocia! Edu<:ation and V"""tiona! Educ.tion, as well lIS some basic
maintenance and operating funds provided 10 our S<hool district.

W. need to gathct data trom the school cliellleJc. so thi. S\lI"WY is
beioS SCIl! to all of the households IlItending the pubJi. 9CIlooi system.
Your immediuno I'CSJlOlISC is nccesstlIY and will be very SfOIllly
appreciated.

Your response 10 this survey is vay important u, the district.
Individual responses will be held in the strictest confidentiulity. J
urge you to take the time now to complete the """lOlled form and
tetum illo the postuse paid envelope we bave provided.

For questions Ot concerns please call Superintendent Alvin S. Barlow
otleffet)' Jessop a' 875-2288.

Yours truly,

ft-,.:"da~uf'
Alvin S. Barlow, Superintendent

2002

Al"IR S. Barlow--
J~ffQt1 P. J~~6Op

.........-

l¥""flltttt S«ro, PllH_1pA
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('\'11'1"':11 CIl~'.Ir Hipt
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W'ff!CII M. Jrl~J~"I" Plindp>l
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March 29, 2002
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Colorado City Public Library

120 South Pioneer Street

P. O. Box 17090

Colorado City, AZ 86021

LETTER OF APPEAL to tbe FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Appeal of Funding Commitment Decision

CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 97-21

Federal Communications Commission

Office ofthe Secretary

445 0 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Contact Information;

Dennis Darger

P. O. Box 28

Colorado City, AZ 86021

Home Phone: (928) 875-2242

Work Phone: (928) 875-9021

- - --- j



OSfillna~s - Part.001

Fax: (928) 875-9099

E-mail Ad<lress:ddarger@ccusd.net

To Whom It May Concern:

In behalf of the Colorado City Public Library, I am writing to appeal the USAC Schools and
Libraries DivisionOs OAdministratorOs Decision on Appeal 0 Funding Year 2001-20020
decision dated February 8, 2002 of denial.

::

Please Reference: Billed Entity Number:

471 Application Number:

Funding Request Numbers:

220639

255830

ALL, 637720, 637775, 637835,

637963,638172,638225,638340,

638403,638469,638542,638606,

638665

The basic issue of appeal is the discount eligibility rate. SLDOs review of the Colorado City
Public Libraries 471 Application Number 255830 determined that the discount eligibility should
have been 70%, instead of the claimed 90%. They state that their decision was made because the
LEA data collection report filed by the library and signed on May I, 200 I by Oliver Barlow
indicates that the discount should be corrected to the 70%. They do not indicate in detail the
numbers they used to come up with the 70% eligibility, or how they derived that number. The
issue is that the LEA data collection report that was filed is being applied wrong.

The Colorado City Unified School District # 14 does not have a school lunch program, which
requires them to send out a survey every year to determine Free and Reduced lunch eligibility
percentages for the Title I, and other Federal Programs. The Colorado City Unified School

I
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District, and the Colorado City Public LibraryOs district boundaries are co-terminus. Please
study Attachment I, OLEA Data Collection report 0 , the report at issue.

Explanation of attached data collection report:

References 'to ADM for the year ending June 30, 2000, are for the year ending June 30, 2000.

References to OcurrentD count are for the year ending June 30, 2001.

All of the students (100%) were determined to be eligible in the OcurrentD year.

Nearly all oflbe students (98%) were determined to be eligible in the prior (1999-2000) year.

The difference in eligible count between the base year (1999-2000) and the current year (2000
200I) represents a major decline in the Colorado City Unified School DistrictD s enrollment, and
should never be used to calculate a percentage for determining the proportion of currently
enrolled students who come from economically disadvantaged households.

In my appeal to SLD, I sent copies of the actual survey data tabulations, a sample of Ibe actual
survey sent, and a sample of the survey letter. Please reference Attachment 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d.
SLD totally ignored the fact that 100% of the surveys received back were indicated either free, or
reduced lunch eligibility.

If the e-rate legislationCls funding purpose was to provide internet connectivity to schools and
libraries, with an emphasis on economically disadvantaged areas, a great disservice will be levied
on the patrons of the Colorado City Public Library, and the citizens of the Colorado City area if
this appeal is again denied. There is no question that the area is economically disadvantaged.

I
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I know that SLD cannot use other types ofdata for eligibility, but please take note of Attachment
3 from the U. S Census Poverty Estimates for 1997~ 100% of the Colorado City Unified District
qualified~ You can verify these numbers by going to the following web address:
http://www~census~gov/housingfsaipe/sd97/sd97 AZ~dat

Also take note of Attachment 4~ It is a Survey Tabulation Form for a 1996 CDBG Application
Special Survey conducted by the Town of Colorado City~ Again, this survey indicates a 99~33%
HUD Low and Moderate Income level.

I only cite these two additional sources as corroborating evidence that the denial of this appeal
will be a great injustice, and not consistent with the intent of the e-rate legislation~

If you have any questions about why I feel that the LEA Data Collection Report is erroneous as
pertains to e-rate eligibility, which I could better explain on a telephone versus my explanation in
this appeal, please contact me~ I am very anxious to resolve this issue that we might go forward
with our connectivity issues at the public library~

Best Regards,

Dennis Darger

E-rate Coordinator

(928) 875-9021

ddarger@ccusd~net


